Our series of manuscripts on Threatened Fishes of the World came to an end after a prolonged and increasingly depressing and frustrating history. Prolonged because the series extended from 1995 to 2013, much longer than was anticipated. Increasingly depressing because it became clear to even the most skeptical reader that the status of a great many fishes is a matter of real concern. Frustrating because the accounts mostly presented the same picture for almost every species.
The species accounts range from the largest fish species, the whale shark (Rhincodon typus) to one of the smallest (Tanichthys albonubes), in freshwater, marine and brackish water systems (Table 1) . The list includes some species that almost certainly are extinct, such as the Yangtze paddlefish (Xiphurus gladius), and some that are relatively abundant and widespread, such as the North American lake sturgeon (Acipenser fulvescens). Some species have global distributions, other are restricted to a single desert spring (Cyprinodon diabolis).
Several cautions are obvious for this species list. Since contributions were unsolicited, and judged on their individual merits, it is not possible to analyze or interpret these reports as any objective measure of the number or distribution of threatened fish species. That was never the intention of this series. Other publications (Helfman 2007) are definitive efforts that were designed to address those important questions (Albins et al. 2013) . Similarly, it is not possible to draw any conclusions from our series on Threatened Fishes as to the geographic, phylogenetic or systematic distribution of species. In fact, some papers must be regarded as doubtful reports of threatened species, since they probably represent only local color variants of broadly distributed species that cannot be considered as threatened (e.g., the aurora form of Salvelinus fontinalis, Salmo trutta caspias).
We still receive a few manuscript submission each year, although the journal website clearly states that we are no longer accepting manuscripts for the series. It proved to be increasingly difficult to judge the claimed threatened status for taxonomic units reported from areas with very limited information on species distributions and abundance. Helfman (2013) has done an admirable job to demonstrate the profound differences and difficulties that exist among different countries and jurisdictions where there is reasonable confidence for species identification and knowledge of population status. It is a simple exercise for any undergraduate ichthyology class in almost any place on earth to demonstrate that we have very limited information on the biology, ecology and population status of most local fish species (Scott and Crossman 1973) .
I organized an invited session on Threatened Fishes for the annual meeting of the AAAS in Chicago in February 2011. Several papers from that session are (Helfman 2013; Katz et al. 2013; Nielsen et al. 2013) . There is no shortage of regional, national and international attention and publications on the subject of threatened fishes. What is lacking is a clear focus to recognize the basic causes of threats to fishes, or to deal with those concerns. One thing that is very clear, and very important to note from the short articles in the series on Threatened Fishes, is the description of the threats to the species. Perhaps these detailed accounts can serve as the catalysts to support local efforts directed towards species that would otherwise go unnoticed. Clearly everyone concerned about the present status and potential fate of threatened fishes will share our mixed feelings of satisfaction from bringing even this limited number of species accounts to the attention of a broader audience together with the feeling of increasing concern about such obvious predictions for the future of so many fish species. 
